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In the absence of an Act of Congress covering the subject, a state may impose upon vehicles using its highways in interstate 
commerce nondiscriminatory regulations for the purpose of insuring the public safety and convenience, and for the protection 


and conservation of the use of such highways. | Generally speaking, highway regulation has been left to states and localities, 


and traffic laws they enact must be applied both to intrastate and interstate traffic.” Even though a local regulation materially 
interferes with interstate commerce, great leeway is allowed local authorities where traffic control and the use of highways are 


involved and where there is no conflicting federal regulation. For example, state legislatures have great leeway in providing 
safety regulations for all vehicles, interstate as well as local,“ such measures carrying a strong presumption of validity when 


challenged in the courts.” 


If a statute is neutral on its face, has only indirect or incidental effects on interstate commerce, and regulates evenhandedly, 


the statute will be upheld unless the burden on such commerce is clearly excessive in relation to the putative local benefits.° 
Thus, a state highway safety measure affecting interstate commerce will, absent federal entry into the field, be upheld, unless 
from the whole record it can be concluded that the total effect of the state law furthers the purpose of safety so marginally and 


interferes with commerce so substantially that it must be invalid.” 


Municipalities retain considerable authority to regulate how motor vehicles engaged in interstate commerce shall be operated 


over their streets,” and may require that such vehicles obey traffic and other general safety regulations.” 
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